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seed potato producers from all the 
counties in Area No. 2. This rule would 
not change the number of handler 
representatives on the Committee, 
which would remain at five. Each 
position would continue to have an 
alternate with the same qualifications as 
the member. 

Potato production in Saguache 
County has increased significantly in 
recent years. Increased potato acreage 
has been the primary reason for the 
production increase. Colorado’s 
Saguache County and Chaffee County 
comprise a nominating district within 
Area No. 2 and currently have one 
member and alternate member serving 
on the Committee. The Committee 
believes that an additional member from 
this area would benefit both the 
Committee and the industry. With 
certified potato seed production 
representing a significantly important 
segment of the Area No. 2 potato crop, 
the Committee also believes that the 
addition of a certified seed producer 
position would add a fresh perspective 
to its membership and would provide 
better representation for the San Luis 
Valley potato industry. Authority for 
this action is provided in § 948.53 of the 
order.

Once implemented, this rule would 
cause a small increase in the 
Committee’s cost of administering the 
order. For example, overall costs 
associated with Committee members’ 
travel to attend meetings would increase 
due to the additional members requiring 
compensation. The increased cost, 
however, should be offset by the non-
economic benefits derived by providing 
a greater number of producers the 
chance to participate as members of the 
Committee, as well as the service the 
increased Committee expertise and 
diversity would provide to the San Luis 
Valley potato industry. Regardless, the 
costs associated with this rule are not 
expected to be disproportionately 
greater or less for small producers and 
handlers than for larger entities. 

The Committee discussed alternatives 
to this change. In considering its goals 
of providing additional representation 
in response to the greater production in 
Saguache County and the significant 
certified seed potato production 
throughout the San Luis Valley, the 
Committee looked at various 
alternatives to the current method of 
representation. For example, the 
Committee considered combining the 
counties in Area No. 2 into fewer 
subdivisions, or districts, in order to 
keep the Committee the same size while 
providing for greater representation to 
certain districts. After considerable 
discussion, however, the Committee 

determined that the only equitable 
method of handling the representation 
problem was to add additional members 
and leave the current subdivisions 
unchanged. 

This proposed rule would increase 
the number of member and alternate 
member positions on the Committee. 
Since the two-year Committee terms are 
arranged so that approximately one-half 
terminate each year, this action would 
increase by four the number of 
background statements requiring 
completion in a two-year period. It is 
estimated that the time needed to 
complete the forms by producers who 
are nominated to serve in the two 
additional member and two additional 
alternate member positions would be 
less than two minutes per response, or 
a total of 8 minutes, which would not 
substantially impact the total burden 
hours. In accordance with the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44 
U.S.C. chapter 35), these additional 
information collection requirements 
have been previously approved by the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) under OMB Control No. 0581–
0178. 

As with all Federal marketing order 
programs, reports and forms are 
periodically reviewed to reduce 
information requirements and 
duplication by industry and public 
sector agencies. USDA has not 
identified any relevant Federal rules 
that duplicate, overlap or conflict with 
this proposed rule. 

The Committee’s meeting was widely 
publicized throughout the San Luis 
Valley and all interested persons were 
invited to attend the meeting and 
participate in Committee deliberations 
on all issues. Like all Committee 
meetings, the March 20, 2003, meeting 
was a public meeting and all entities, 
both large and small, were able to 
express views on this issue. In addition, 
interested persons are invited to submit 
information on the regulatory and 
informational impacts of this action on 
small businesses. 

A small business guide on complying 
with fruit, vegetable, and specialty crop 
marketing agreements and orders may 
be viewed at: http://www.ams.usda.gov/
fv/moab.html. Any questions about the 
compliance guide should be sent to Jay 
Guerber at the previously mentioned 
address in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT section. 

A 15-day comment period is provided 
to allow interested persons the chance 
to respond to this proposal. Fifteen days 
is deemed appropriate because this rule 
would need to be in place as soon as 
possible so that the Committee can 
nominate members and alternate 

members for the two new producer 
positions as soon as possible. All 
written comments timely received will 
be considered before a final 
determination is made on this matter.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 948 

Marketing agreements, Potatoes, 
Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements.

For the reasons set forth in the 
preamble, 7 CFR Part 948 is proposed to 
be amended as follows:

PART 948—IRISH POTATOES GROWN 
IN COLORADO 

1. The authority citation for 7 CFR 
part 948 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 601–674.

2. In § 948.150, paragraph (a) is 
revised to read as follows:

§ 948.150 Reestablishment of committee 
membership.

* * * * *
(a) Area No. 2 (San Luis Valley): Nine 

producers and five handlers selected as 
follows: 

Two (2) producers from Rio Grande 
County; 

Two (2) producers from either 
Saguache County or Chaffee County; 

One (1) producer from Conejos 
County; 

Two (2) producers from Alamosa 
County; 

One (1) producer from all other 
counties in Area No. 2; 

One (1) producer representing 
certified seed producers in Area No. 2; 

Two (2) handlers representing bulk 
handlers in Area No. 2; 

Three (3) handlers representing 
handlers in Area No. 2 other than bulk 
handlers.
* * * * *

Dated: May 23, 2003. 
A. J. Yates, 
Administrator, Agricultural Marketing 
Service.
[FR Doc. 03–13519 Filed 5–29–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–02–P

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

12 CFR Part 211

Regulation K; Docket No. R– 1147

International Banking Operations

AGENCY: Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: The Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System (Board) is 
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1 The notice was issued by the Office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency, the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System, the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, the Federal 
Home Loan Bank Board, and the National Credit 
Union Administration on January 27, 1987, 52 FR 

2858. It was effective January 27, 1987, and 
required programs to be in place by April 27, 1987.

2 The amendment was initially made to 12 CFR 
208.14, but the provision was moved in subsequent 
changes to Regulation H.

3 Statutory authority for the proposed rule is 
found in section 1359 of the Anti–Drug Abuse Act 
of 1986, Pub. L. 99–570, and in section 8(s)(1) of 
the Federal Deposit Insurance Act, as amended by 

section 2596(a)(2) of the Crime Control Act of 1990, 
Pub.L. 101–647. The latter requires the Board to, 
among other things, issue regulations requiring state 
member banks and other domestic and foreign 
banking organizations operating in the United 
States and supervised by the Board, to establish and 
maintain internal procedures to ensure compliance 
with the Bank Secrecy Act. Section 8(s)(1) of the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Act is made applicable 
to branches and agencies of foreign banks by 
sections 8(b)(3) and 8(b)(4).

4 Treasury’s interim final rule was published at 
67 FR 21110 (April 29, 2002). The requirement for 
banks, savings associations, and credit unions is 
codified in Treasury’s Bank Secrecy Act regulations 
at 31 C.F.R. 103.120(b).

seeking public comment on a proposal 
to require Edge and Agreement 
corporations and U.S. branches, 
agencies and other offices of foreign 
banks supervised by the Board to 
establish and maintain procedures 
reasonably designed to assure and 
monitor compliance with the Bank 
Secrecy Act and the regulations issued 
thereunder.
DATES: Written comments on all aspects 
of the proposal are welcome and must 
be received on or before June 30, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Comments should refer to 
Docket No. R–1147 and may be mailed 
to Ms. Jennifer J. Johnson, Secretary, 
Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, 20th Street and 
Constitution Avenue, NW, Washington, 
DC 20551. However, because paper mail 
in the Washington area and at the Board 
of Governors is subject to delay, please 
consider submitting your comments by 
e–mail to 
regs.comments@federalreserve.gov, or 
faxing them to the Office of the 
Secretary at 202–452–3819 or 202–452–
3102. Members of the public may 
inspect comments in Room MP–500 
between 9:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. on 
weekdays pursuant to 261.12, except as 
provided in 261.14, of the Board’s Rules 
Regarding Availability of Information, 
12 CFR 261.12 and 261.14.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Pamela J. Johnson, Senior Anti–Money 
Laundering Coordinator, (202) 728–
5829, or Nina A. Nichols, Counsel, 
Division of Banking Supervision and 
Regulation, (202) 452–2961; or Melinda 
Milenkovich, Counsel, (202) 452–3274, 
or Thomas Scanlon, Counsel, Legal 
Division, (202) 452–2594. For users of 
Telecommunications Devices for the 
Deaf (TDD) only, contact (202) 263–
4869.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

In 1987, the federal bank supervisory 
agencies amended their respective 
regulations to require the banks, savings 
associations, and credit unions they 
regulated to establish and maintain 
procedures to assure and monitor 
compliance with the requirements of 
subchapter II of chapter 53 of Title 31, 
United States Code, commonly known 
as the ‘‘Bank Secrecy Act,’’ and the 
Treasury regulations promulgated 
thereunder.1 The Bank Secrecy Act 

generally requires financial institutions 
to, among other things, keep records and 
make reports that have a high degree of 
usefulness in criminal, tax, or regulatory 
proceedings. The 1987 amendments to 
the supervisory agencies’ regulations 
were adopted to comply with the 
requirements of section 1359 of the 
Anti–Drug Abuse Act of 1986, Pub. L. 
99–570, which required the supervisory 
agencies to prescribe regulations 
requiring the institutions they regulate 
to establish and maintain procedures 
reasonably designed to assure and 
monitor compliance with the Bank 
Secrecy Act and to review such 
procedures during the course of their 
examinations.

The amendments to the supervisory 
agencies’ regulations incorporated the 
minimum components of a Bank 
Secrecy Act compliance program as 
determined by the supervisory agencies 
and as generally set forth in the Bank 
Secrecy Act at 31 U.S.C. 5318(h). These 
include: (i) a system of internal controls 
to assure ongoing compliance; (ii) 
independent testing of compliance by 
the institution’s personnel or by an 
outside party; (iii) the designation of an 
individual or individuals responsible 
for coordinating and monitoring day–
to–day compliance; and (iv) training for 
appropriate personnel.

The amendment to the Board’s 
regulations is now codified in 
Regulation H at 12 CFR 208.63.2 The 
provision applies to state member 
banks, but corresponding provisions 
were not included in Regulation K for 
branches, agencies and representative 
offices of foreign banks or Edge and 
Agreement corporations. Such financial 
institutions are, however, subject to the 
Bank Secrecy Act and the regulations 
promulgated thereunder, and should 
maintain compliance programs 
accordingly.

II. Proposed Bank Secrecy Act Program 
Requirements

The Board is proposing to amend 
Regulation K to require Edge and 
Agreement corporations and U.S. 
branches, agencies, and other offices of 
foreign banks supervised by the Board 
to establish and maintain procedures 
reasonably designed to assure and 
monitor compliance with the Bank 
Secrecy Act.3

The Board believes that the proposed 
regulation will not impose any material 
additional administrative burden for 
affected institutions. In supervising 
branches, agencies and other offices of 
foreign banks or Edge and Agreement 
corporations, the Board has, as a matter 
of safety and soundness, consistently 
expected such entities to maintain 
programs to ensure compliance with all 
applicable provisions of the Bank 
Secrecy Act.

Moreover, section 352 of the Uniting 
and Strengthening America by 
Providing Appropriate Tools Required 
to Intercept and Obstruct Terrorism Act, 
P.L. 107–56 (USA PATRIOT Act), 
amended 31 U.S.C. 5318(h) of the Bank 
Secrecy Act to impose a statutory 
requirement on all financial institutions 
to maintain anti–money laundering 
programs. The amendment to 31 U.S.C. 
5318(h) was effective on April 24, 2002.

The Treasury Department issued an 
interim final rule under section 352 of 
the USA PATRIOT Act that applies to 
banking organizations.4 The interim rule 
provides that if a financial institution is 
in compliance with the anti–money 
laundering program requirements of its 
federal functional regulator or self–
regulatory organization, the institution 
will be deemed to be in compliance 
with the statutory and regulatory 
requirements of the Treasury under 31 
U.S.C. 5318(h). Because branches, 
agencies and representative offices of 
foreign banks and Edge and Agreement 
corporations are subject to the program 
requirement of 5318(h) of the Bank 
Secrecy Act, and the Treasury 
regulation provides that they will be in 
compliance if they comply with the 
Board’s program requirement, the 
proposed regulation will provide 
necessary clarification. The proposed 
regulation will clarify the existing 
obligations of branches, agencies, and 
representative offices of foreign banks 
and Edge and Agreement corporations 
under the Board’s rules, section 5318(h) 
and Treasury’s interim final rule under 
section 352 of the USA PATRIOT Act.

Compliance with the proposed rule 
will help to assure that institutions have 
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in place policies and procedures to 
assure compliance with all applicable 
provisions of the Bank Secrecy Act, and 
that any deficiencies in the area of anti–
money laundering, suspicious activity 
reporting, and customer due diligence 
are promptly identified and corrected. 
Institutions should note, however, that 
compliance with this requirement alone, 
while a potentially mitigating factor 
with regard to penalties or supervisory 
actions, is not a defense in a criminal 
prosecution or civil action involving a 
violation of the Bank Secrecy Act or 
regulations promulgated thereunder.

The Board seeks comment on all 
aspects of this proposal.

III. Regulatory Flexibility Act
The Board of Governors certifies that 

this proposed rule will not have 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
The proposal creates a uniform 
regulatory standard for ensuring and 
examining compliance with applicable 
law and regulation. Most institutions 
covered by the proposed rule, whether 
small or large, already have policies and 
procedures substantially equivalent to 
those required by the proposed rule. 
Therefore, the Board believes this 
proposed rule should not have a 
significant economic impact.

IV. Paperwork Reduction Act
In accordance with the Paperwork 

Reduction Act of 1995 (PRA) (44 U.S.C. 
3506; 5 CFR 1320 Appendix A.1), the 
Board reviewed the proposed rule under 
the authority delegated to the Board by 
the Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB). The proposed rule contains 
recordkeeping requirements that are 
subject to the PRA. In summary, the 
proposed rule requires Edge and 
Agreement corporations and U.S. 
branches, agencies and other offices of 
foreign banks supervised by the Board 
to establish and maintain procedures 
reasonably designed to assure and 
monitor compliance with the Bank 
Secrecy Act and the regulations issued 
thereunder.

The proposed rule applies only to 
Edge and Agreement corporations and 
U.S. branches, agencies, and other 
offices of foreign banks supervised by 
the Board. The proposed rule requires 
each of those entities to establish a 
written compliance program that 
includes the following components: (i) 
A system of internal controls to assure 
ongoing compliance; (ii) independent 
testing of compliance by the 
institution’s personnel or by an outside 
party; (iii) the designation of an 
individual or individuals responsible 
for coordinating and monitoring day–

to–day compliance; and (iv) training for 
appropriate personnel. The compliance 
program must be approved by the board 
of directors, and noted in the minutes.

The Board believes that little burden 
is associated with the requirements for 
establishing a compliance program for 
the Bank Secrecy Act because the 
measures involved in the program are 
consistent with usual and customary 
business practices. In addition, the 
entities subject to the proposed rule 
already must implement procedures to 
comply with the requirements under the 
Bank Secrecy Act to file suspicious 
activity reports (see, e.g., 12 CFR 
211.6(k)).

The Federal Reserve may not conduct 
or sponsor, and an organization is not 
required to respond to, this collection of 
information unless it displays a 
currently valid OMB control number. 
An OMB control number will be 
obtained.

Estimated number of financial 
institutions subject to the proposed rule: 
520.

Estimated average annual burden for 
establishing the written compliance 
program per financial institution: 16 
hours (2 business days).

Estimated total annual burden: 8,320 
hours.

The Board requests comment on the 
recordkeeping requirements contained 
in this proposed rule, including how 
burdensome it would be for affected 
financial institutions to comply with 
these requirements. Also, the Board 
requests comment on whether these 
institutions currently maintain 
procedures or other aspects of a 
compliance program as described in the 
proposed rule. The Board also invites 
comment on:

(1) Whether the collections of 
information contained in the notice of 
proposed rulemaking are necessary for 
the proper performance of the Board’s 
functions, including whether the 
information has practical utility;

(2) The accuracy of the Board’s 
estimate of the burden of the proposed 
information collections;

(3) Ways to enhance the quality, 
utility, and clarity of the information to 
be collected;

(4) Ways to minimize the burden of 
the information collections on 
respondents; and

(5) Estimates of capital or start–up 
costs and costs of operation, 
maintenance, and purchases of services 
to implement appropriate compliance 
procedures.

Comments may be mailed to Ms. 
Jennifer J. Johnson, Secretary, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, 20th Street and Constitution 

Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20551. 
However, because paper mail in the 
Washington area and at the Board of 
Governors is subject to delay, please 
consider submitting your comments by 
e–mail to 
regs.comments64;federalreserve.gov, or 
faxing them to the Office of the 
Secretary at 202–452–3819 or 202–452–
3102. Members of the public may 
inspect comments in Room MP–500 
between 9:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. on 
weekdays pursuant to 261.12, except as 
provided in 261.14, of the Board’s Rules 
Regarding Availability of Information, 
12 CFR 261.12 and 261.14.

V. Solicitation of Comments Regarding 
Use of ‘‘Plain Language’’

Section 722 of the Gramm–Leach–
Bliley Act, P.L. 106–102, requires the 
Board to use ‘‘plain language’’ in all 
proposed and final rules published after 
January 1, 2000. The Board invites 
comments about how to make the 
proposed rule easier to understand, 
including answers to the following 
questions: (1) Has the Board organized 
the material in an effective manner? If 
not, how could the material be better 
organized? (2) Are the terms of the rule 
clearly stated? If not, how could the 
terms be more clearly stated? (3) Does 
the rule contain technical language or 
jargon that is unclear? If so, which 
language requires clarification?

List of Subjects in 12 CFR Part 211
Exports, Federal Reserve System, 

Foreign banking, Holding companies, 
Investments, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements.

For the reasons set forth in the 
preamble, part 211 of chapter II of title 
12 of the Code of Federal Regulations is 
proposed to be amended as follows:

PART 211––INTERNATIONAL 
BANKING OPERATIONS 
(REGULATION K)

1. The authority citation for 12 CFR 
part 211 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 12 U.S.C. 221 et seq., 1818, 
1835a, 1841 et seq., 3101 et seq., and 3901 
et seq.; 15 U.S.C. 6801 and 6805; 31 U.S.C. 
5318

2. In §211.5 add new paragraph (m)(1) 
to read as follows:

§ 211.5 Edge and agreement corporations. 
* * * * *
(m) Procedures for monitoring Bank 

Secrecy Act compliance.
(1) Establishment of Compliance 

Program. Each Edge corporation and 
each Agreement corporation shall, in 
accordance with the provisions of § 
208.63 of the Board’s Regulation H, 12 
CFR 208.63, develop and provide for the 
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continued administration of a program 
reasonably designed to assure and 
monitor compliance with the provisions 
of subchapter II of chapter 53 of title 31, 
United States Code, the Bank Secrecy 
Act, and the implementing regulations 
promulgated thereunder by the 
Department of the Treasury at 31 CFR 
part 103. The compliance program shall 
be reduced to writing, approved by the 
board of directors, and noted in the 
minutes. 

* * * * *
3. In §211.24 revise the section 

heading and add new paragraph (j)(1) to 
read as follows:

§ 211.24 Approval of officers of foreign 
banks; procedures for applications; 
standards for approval; representative 
office activities and standards for approval; 
preservation of existing authority; reports 
of crimes and suspected crimes; 
government securities sales practices. 

* * * * *
(j) Procedures for monitoring Bank 

Secrecy Act compliance.
(1) Establishment of Compliance 

Program. Except for a federal branch or 
a federal agency or a state branch that 
is insured by the FDIC, a branch, 
agency, or representative office of a 
foreign bank operating in the United 
States shall, in accordance with the 
provisions of § 208.63 of the Board’s 
Regulation H, 12 CFR 208.63, develop 
and provide for the continued 
administration of a program reasonably 
designed to assure and monitor 
compliance with the provisions of 
subchapter II of chapter 53 of title 31, 
United States Code, the Bank Secrecy 
Act, and the implementing regulations 
promulgated thereunder by the 
Department of the Treasury at 31 CFR 
part 103. The compliance program shall 
be reduced to writing, approved by the 
board of directors, and noted in the 
minutes. 

* * * * *

By order of the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, May 23, 2003. 

Jennifer J. Johnson, 
Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 03–13371 Filed 5–29–03; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6210–01–S

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Part 39 

[Docket No. 2002–CE–58–AD] 

RIN 2120–AA64 

Airworthiness Directives; Univair 
Aircraft Corporation Models Alon A–2 
and A2–A; ERCO 415–C, 415–CD, 415–
D, 415–E, and 415–G; Forney F–1 and 
F–1A; and Mooney M10 Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM). 

SUMMARY: This document proposes to 
supersede Airworthiness Directive (AD) 
94–18–04 R1, which currently applies to 
all Univair Aircraft Corporation 
(Univair) Models Alon A–2 and A2–A; 
ERCO 415–C, 415–CD, 415–D, 415–E, 
and 415–G; Forney F–1 and F–1A; and 
Mooney M10 airplanes. AD 94–18–04 
R1 requires installing inspection 
openings in the outer wing panels, 
inspecting (one-time) the wing outer 
panel structural components for 
corrosion, and repairing any corroded 
wing outer panel structural component. 
Several reports of corrosion in the outer 
wing panels of the affected airplanes 
prompted that AD. Additional reports of 
corrosion on airplanes in compliance 
with AD 94–18–04 R1 have caused the 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 
to propose repetitive inspections. This 
proposed AD would make the 
inspection required in AD 94–18–04 R1 
repetitive. The actions specified by this 
proposed AD are intended to prevent 
wing damage caused by a corroded wing 
outer panel structural component, 
which, if not detected and corrected, 
could progress to the point of structural 
failure.
DATES: The FAA must receive any 
comments on this proposed rule on or 
before July 28, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments to FAA, 
Central Region, Office of the Regional 
Counsel, Attention: Rules Docket No. 
2002–CE–58–AD, 901 Locust, Room 
506, Kansas City, Missouri 64106. You 
may view any comments at this location 
between 8 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 
You may also send comments 
electronically to the following address: 
9–ACE–7–Docket@faa.gov. Comments 
sent electronically must contain 
‘‘Docket No. 2002–CE–58–AD’’ in the 
subject line. If you send comments 
electronically as attached electronic 
files, the files must be formatted in 

Microsoft Word 97 for Windows or 
ASCII text. 

You may get service information that 
applies to this proposed AD from 
Univair Aircraft Corporation, 2500 
Himalaya Road, Aurora, Colorado 
80011, telephone: (303) 375–8882; 
facsimile: (303) 375–8888. You may also 
view this information at the Rules 
Docket at the address above.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Roger Caldwell, Aerospace Engineer, 
FAA, Denver Aircraft Certification 
Office, 26805 East 68th Avenue, Room 
214, Denver, Colorado 80249–6361; 
telephone: (303) 342–1086; facsimile: 
(303) 342–1088.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

How Do I Comment on This Proposed 
AD? 

The FAA invites comments on this 
proposed rule. You may submit 
whatever written data, views, or 
arguments you choose. You need to 
include the proposed rule’s docket 
number and submit your comments to 
the address specified under the caption 
ADDRESSES. We will consider all 
comments received on or before the 
closing date. We may amend this 
proposed rule in light of comments 
received. Factual information that 
supports your ideas and suggestions is 
extremely helpful in evaluating the 
effectiveness of this proposed AD action 
and determining whether we need to 
take additional rulemaking action. 

Are There Any Specific Portions of This 
Proposed AD I Should Pay Attention 
To? 

The FAA specifically invites 
comments on the overall regulatory, 
economic, environmental, and energy 
aspects of this proposed rule that might 
suggest a need to modify the rule. You 
may view all comments we receive 
before and after the closing date of the 
rule in the Rules Docket. We will file a 
report in the Rules Docket that 
summarizes each contact we have with 
the public that concerns the substantive 
parts of this proposed AD. 

How Can I Be Sure FAA Receives My 
Comment? 

If you want FAA to acknowledge the 
receipt of your mailed comments, you 
must include a self-addressed, stamped 
postcard. On the postcard, write 
‘‘Comments to Docket No. 2002–CE–58–
AD.’’ We will date stamp and mail the 
postcard back to you.
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